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A sLtL^ statutory period for reply ,S set to expire 3 MONTH(S) PROM 

. nS peri^ for repi; is'specified above the "^f ABANDONED (35 U^S.C. § 133). 

' earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Dia Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 March 2001 . . 

Th' f ' FINAL 2b)S This action is non-final. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) HI "s/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Clainn(s) Ml is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8)0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

90 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10 ^ The drawing(s) filed on 13M^ is/are: a)^ accepted or Object 

Applicant may not request that any objedion to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Mppncam y h _ ,,, . ^„ ic- aO approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 
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1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 7 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

2. Claims 7 and 1 1 recite the limitation "itself in line 3 and line 8, respectively. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 9" country or in pu^^^ 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 

Patent No. 6,056,316 to Yamaji et al. 

Yamaji et al. disclose an air bag assembly that includes all the limitations recited 
in claims 1 and 2. Yamaji et al. disclose an air bag assembly having an inflator 10 (Fig. 
1) and an inflatable air bag cushion 3 (Fig. 1) having first and second portions with 
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restrained expansion due to staggered restraining elennents 7,8 (Figs. 6 & 8) extending 
partially across the width of the air bag cushion. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3, 4, and 7-11, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Yamaji et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,129,377 to 
Okumura et al. 

Yamaji et al. disclose an air bag assembly that is basically the same as that 
recited in claims 3, 4, and 7-1 1 , as best understood, except that the cushion is not 
formed from a single piece of material, as recited in the claims. See Figure 3 of Yamaji 
et al. for the teaching that the seams may be sewn. Okumura et al. show an air bag 
assembly similar to that of Yamaji et al. wherein the cushion 15 (Fig. 9) is formed from a 
single piece of woven textile that is folded and enclosed with a perimeter seam. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the air bag assembly of Yamaji et al. such that the 
cushion is formed from a single piece of woven fabric, such as the air bag assembly 
disclosed in Okumura et al. One would have been motivated to make such a 
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modification in view of the suggestion in Okumura et al. that an air bag formed from a 
single piece of woven fabric is simple to manufacture. 

7. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamaji et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,618,595 to Matsushima et al. 

Yamaji et al. disclose an air bag assembly that is basically the same as that 
recited in claims 5 and 6 except that the cushion yard density is not specified, as recited 
in the claims. Matsushima et al. show an air bag assembly similar to that of Yamaji et 
al. wherein the cushion 1 (Fig. 1) has a density of about 840 denier (see column 1, lines 
18-20). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the air bag assembly of Yamaji et al. such 
that the cushion has a yarn density of about 105 denier to about 840 denier and denier 
per filament of yarns in the range of about 3 to about 6, such as the air bag assembly 
disclosed in Matsushima et al. One would have been motivated to make such a 
modification in view of the suggestion in Matsushima et al. that the linear density of 
about 840 denier is average. 


8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The following patents are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to 
air bag assemblies: 


Conclusion 


# 
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U.S. Pat. No. 4.508,294 to Lorch 


U.S. Pat. No. 5,884,937 to Yamada 


U.S. Pat. No. 5,941,564 to Acker 


U.S. Pat. No. 5,957,487 to Stutz 


U.S. Pat. No. 6,095,602 to Umezawa et al. U.S. Pat. No. 6,113,135 to Tsutsumi 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,170,860 B1 to Denzetal. Jap Pat. No. 11-157410 to Suzuki et al. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph F. Edell whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
1216. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:30am-5:00pm. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 


2168. 




Supennsory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 3600 


